
Lincoln E. Brown
Director-Federal Regulatory

November 4, 1998

Ms. Magalie Roman Salas
Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

EX PARTE PRESENTATION

SHe Telecommunications, Inc.
1401 I Street, N.W.
Suite 1100
Washington, D.C. 20005
Phone 202 326-8890
Fax 202 408-4806

RECEIVED

NOV - 41998

Re: In the Matter ofPetition ofSouthwestern Bell Telephone Company, Pacific
Bell, and Nevada Bell for Expedited Declaratory Ruling on Interstate
IntraLATA Toll Dialing Parity, or in the Alternative, Various Other Relief
NSD File L-98-121

Dear Ms. Salas:

Attached is a written Ex Parte presentation regarding the current status of regulatory
and legislative proceedings in the seven SBC states regarding intraLATA dialing
parity. This information is being submitted at the request of the Network Services
Division of the common Carrier Bureau.

Please include this letter in the record of these proceedings in accordance with
Section 1.1206(a)(2) of the Commission's Rules.

Acknowledgment and date of receipt of this transmittal are requested. A duplicate
transmittal letter is attached for that purpose.

Please contact the undersigned should you have any questions.

tfully submitted,

€.~~

cc: Greg Cooke
Kurt Schroeder
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SHC INTRALATA DIALING PARITY STATUS

ARKANSAS-
• No orders have been issued dealing with dialing parity.
• Interstate intraLATA is an issue in all Arkansas LATAs
• On October 2, 1998, AT&T filed a petition with the Commission requesting

SWBT be required to implement intraLATA presubscription no later than
February 8, 1999. No procedural schedule has been established.

CALIFORNIA -
• The Commission issued an order stating PAC Bell does not have to

implement intraLATA dialing parity until it receives authority to go into the
interLATA business. (97-04-083 Sec. 3-1, attached - tab 1)

• Interstate intraLATA is an issue in the LA LATA. Only 8000 Arizona
customers are in the California LATA. California has a dialing parity plan
ordered by the Commission.

• MCI & AT&T have filed requesting the Commission to force PAC Bell to
provide intraLATA dialing parity by 2/8/99. PAC Bell has filed its response.
A prehearing conference is scheduled for November 20, 1998 to determine
the issues to be addressed.

KANSAS-
• Kansas statutes provide that SWBT is not required to provide intraLATA

dialing parity until it receives authority to go into the interLATA business.
(66-2203 (f) of the Kansas Statutes, attached - tab 2)

• Interstate intraLATA is an issue in both Kansas LATAs.
• SWBT's dialing parity plan has been filed and approved. A docket is open

addressing dialing parity cost recover and PIC change charges.
• AT&T has filed a petition requesting the Commission order dialing parity by

2/8/99, and SWBT has filed its reply pointing out that under the Kansas law,
previous KCC decisions, and the Telecommunication Act of 1996, SWBT is
not yet required to provide intraLATA dialing parity.

MISSOURI-
• No orders have been issued dealing with dialing parity.
• IntraLATA interstate is an issue in Missouri in all of the LATAs except

Westphalia.
• On September 29, 1998 Mcr petitioned the Commission to require SWBT to

provide intraLATA presubscription no later than 2-8-99. SWBT filed its
opposition to MCl's petition, and the Commission Staff filed in' support of
the MCI petition. No further procedural schedule has been established.



OKLAHOMA-

- NEVADA-
• IntraLATA toll dialing parity does not have to be implemented in Nevada

until Nevada Bell receives the authority to go into the interLATA business.
(97-2010 Settlement Agreement pg. 3, attached - tab 3)

• Interstate intraLATA is an issue with a few customers in both LATAs.
• Nevada has a dialing parity plan approved by the Commission which calls

for Nevada Bell to be in the interLATA business before intraLATA dialing
parity is required.

•
~

• IntraLATA toll dialing parity has not been addressed in Oklahoma.
• Interstate intraLATA is an issue in both of the Oklahoma LATAs.
• On September 29, 1998 MCI petitioned the Commission to require SWBT to

provide,intraLATA presubscription no later than 2-8-99. The Commission
has established the following procedural schedule:

10-25-98 MCI Testimony
11-25-98 All other parties file testimony
12-16-98 All parties file rebuttal
12-22-98 Discovery deadline
1-6-99 Briefs due
1-13-99 Reply briefs
1-14-99 Hearings before ALl
2-1-99 Appeals heard by Commission..

TEXAS-
• SWBT does not have to implement intraLATA dialing parity until it receives

the authority to go into the interLATA business. (PURA Sec. 55.009 & Sec.
54.159, attached - tab 4)

• SWBT filed a dialing parity plan in Texas, as yet the Commission has not
issued an order on the plan.

• Interstate intraLATA is an issue in three of the Texas LATAs.
• On September 30, 1998 AT&T petitioned the Commission to require SWBT

to provide intraLATA presubscription no later than 2-8-99. A response is
due to be filed November 4, 1998.
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Decision 97-04-083 April 23, 1997

BEFORE '!'BE PtJBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

lind aelatec Matters.

(1ntraLATA PresuQ.c:'iption Pha••)

In the Mateer of Alternative )
Regulatory Prameworks for Local }
Exc:hange Carriers. }
---------------})

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

----------------)

I.S7-:l-033
(Filed November 25, 1987)

Application 85-01-034
(Filed January 22, 1985;
amended JUDe 17, 1985 and

May 19, 1986)
Applicatian 87-01-002
(Pl1e4 January 5, 1987)

1.85-03-078
(Filed March 20, 1985)

3:.87-02-025
(Piled February 11, 1987)

ca•• 87-07-024
(Filed July 16, 19B7)

(Sae Appendix B for list of appearance•• )
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1996, and concurren~ reply briefs on December 11, 1996. P~ies

active in the•• proceedings include Pacific Bell, the GTE
companies, AT_T Communications of california Inc. (AT&T). M=I

Telecommunications .COrporation (Mel), Sprin~ Communica:i~~s Company
L.P. (Sprint), the California Payphone Association (CPA). Citizens
U~ilities Company, ·ehe Roseville Telephone Company, nine small
independent local exchange companies ranging in size from sao to
l7,000 acce.s line., and the ORA.
3 • I'111e1 De.." BlIQ1yed

Fo~lawing the GTE aettlemant discussions and an industry
workshop, the Commis.ian'. telecommunications staff reported on
July 31, 1996, that. parties had reached agreement. 011 in~raLATA

issue. in two broad categorie.. First, partie. agreed that four
issues had been made moot by the TeleCOlllll'UDicat.icm.s Act. Second,
parties identified four other isau.. upon which ~ha telephone
companies and consumer advocate. g~erally agreed. Finally, s~aff

reporte~, the parties identified numerous disputed issues that
would require evidentiary hearing. A brief discussioD of ehe
mooead issue. and the agreed~upon issues follows:

3 • 1 I'SUC1 Mpoted Jar 'le1csmmmm1catjippp Apt;

(1). Nlceality for I-plus Pialing
Initially, there was dispute as t.o the necessity of

intraLATA equal access, since customers today can selec~ another
carrier for ~raLATA calls by-first dialing the digits P10,"
followed by a ~hree-digit carrier identification code, followed by
the area code and telephone Dumber of the called party (or the
7-digit called number wit~ the same area code). Sections
2S1(b) (3) and 271 (e) (2) (A) of the Telecommunication. Act make clear
tha~ bo~h Bell and non-Sell local excba~g. carriers must make
dialing parity available to competing carriers. The FCC in its
Second Report anei order interpre~ed ~he words "dialing pariey" as
contained in ~h. 1'el.ecoDlllNnications ~ to meaD "ehat customers of
these competi~ors sbould not have eo aial e~ra digits to have

- 8 -
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their calls routed over that [local exchange carrier's]
network."lO

(21 oo,t/icgcfit Anilyail

The federal gove:nment, the california Legisla:ure and

most state utilities camm1••ians, includiDg chi. Commission, have
dete~e4 that the benefit. of competition in telecommunications
services outweigh the co.t. of implementing competition.
Section 252 of the Telacommun!catioDi Act provide. that agreemen~s

on interconnection, resale ana the pu:cha.e of unbundled network
element. will depend, in the first instance, on private
negotiaticma without govemment inau.icm. To the exttmt that
negotiations fail, carrier. may reque.e state commissions to
mediate or arbitrate di-.pute••

(3 J Timipg of l-Plu. Pr"ub,sriptigp With Markl; Parity
Sectian 271 (e) (2) (B) of the Telecommunication. Act

provides that ••.• a State may not require a aell operating company
[like P~cific Bell] to implement intraLAT.A toll dialing parity in
that State before a aell operating company hal been granted
authority under this .ection to provide inter~A service.
originating in that State or before 3 year. after February 8, 1996,
whichever is earlier." For Pacific Sell, therefore, implementation
of in:raLATA presubscription may be required coincident with
authorization of long distance service by ita affiliate, Pacific
Bell communication•• ll The GTE companies, whic~ are not Bell
operating companies, wer. authorized by this Commis.ion in

10 ~,nt.tion of the Local Competition Provision' of the
Telecommupi;atiOpI Act of 1996, Second Report and Order and
Memorandum and Order, CC Docket No. 96-98 (A~gust 8, 1996).

11 Authorization for long distance service is being sought by
Pacific Bell communications in Application 96-03-007. Three weeks
of hearings in thae proce.cling ended on December 20, 1996, and
final briefs were due on February 14, 1997.

9 -
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D.96-12-078 (December 20, 1996) to implement int~TA equal access
in all 1:hair ena offices by March 1997.

(4) Timing of l-Plul Pr:sub,cription, Requlat;~ Pa~i;y

We have in the past commented on the "inevitable tension"
caus.d by efforts to open telecommunications to compeei:ion and a~

the same time main~aiD affordable basic service for all
Californians. 12 These are common objactivea of all of our
telecomnnmicatiou proceeding-a, incluc!ing Los'l Ex;h1PSll

Cgmp';ition, Rulemaking 95-04-043, Op.p Acs••••p4 Network
Arcbitestur' peyelopmtnt, Rulemaking 93-04-003, and ~he several
arbitration proce.di=sra fileel purSUlDt to S 252 of the
Telecommunicatio=- Act. Pacific Ball initially askeel whe~her 1­

plua dialing should be considered iD conjunction with coa; and
pricing proceedings in the event it faCIe! intraLATA competition and

loss of business before it could compete in th. interLATA
market,130r before regulatory safeguarcl8 were in place to protect
Pacific. Bell'. revenue. Since Pacific Bell will not be required to
implement 1-plu8 dialing until it is authoriz.d (through an
affiliate) to compete in long distance .ervic., this issue is no
longer before us.

3 .2 IBI11.8 tlpgD Whic;h Partie. aareo
(1) Balloting
Balloting is ~ process in which telephone subscribers

would be askea to choose from a menu of intraLATA toll carrier4.
Such a process was employed in ehe mid-1980s, when subscribers were
asked to cheos. a long distance carrier for interLATA equal access.
parties here agree that balloting for an intraLATA carrier would be
sonfusing to customers, costly, and would force consumers to make

12 Be AIt.rpa;ivt Regula;;" Framework, for Local Exchange
Carriers (1994) S6 C2UC2d 117, 145.

13 Motion of Pacific Bell for a Procedural Order, at 0-5.

- 10 -
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Statute #66-2003

Statute 66-2003

Chapter 66.-PUBLIC UTILITIES

Article 20.-TELECOMMUNICATIONS

Page I of2

66-2003. Local exchange carriers; resale; terms and conditions. (a) On or before September 1, 1996,
the commission shall begin to authorize applications for certificates of public convenience and
necessity to provide local exchange or exchange access service.

(b) A local exchange carrier shall be required to offer to allow reasonable resale of its retail
telecommunications services and to sell unbundled local loop, switch and trunk facilities to
telecommunications carriers, as required by the federal act and pursuant to negotiated agreements or
a statement of terms and conditions generally available to telecommunications carriers.

(c) To encourage telecommunications carriers to build or install telecommunications facilities,
including, but not limited to, local loop and switching facilities in the state, and except as otherwise
negotiated by a local exchange carrier and a telecommunications carrier, the prices for such
unbundled facilities shall be determined by the commission, on a nondiscriminatory basis, to permit
the recovery ofcosts and a reasonable profit. The commission shall determine wholesale rates on the
basis of retail rates charged subscribers for the telecommunications service requested, excluding the
portion thereof attributable to any marketing, billing, collection and other costs, that will be avoided
by the local exchange carrier. The commission shall approve resale restrictions proposed by any local
exchange carrier which prohibit resellers from purchasing retail telecommunications services offered
by that local exchange carrier to one category of customers and reselling those retail services to a
different category of customers. Upon a finding that such practice would be anticompetitive,
anticonsumer or detrimental to the quality of the network infrastructure, the commission may prohibit
the resale of retail services at a rate lower than the wholesale rate. The commission shall approve any
other reasonable limitation on resale to the extent permitted by the federal act.

(d) As provided in tbe federal act, in order for telecommunications carriers to provide local exchange
service and exchange access service, local exchange carriers shall provide the means to interconnect
their respective customers, including, but not limited to, toll access, access to operator services,
access to directory listings and assistance, and access to E911 service.

(e) Customers shall be accorded number portability and local dialing parity in conformance with
national standards to the extent economically and technically feasible. Terms and prices for
interconnection, unbundled facilities and resale of existing retail telecommunications services shall be
negotiated in good faith between the parties. During the period from the 135th through the 160th day
after the date on which an incumbent local exchange carrier receives a request for negotiation under
this section, the carrier or any other party to the negotiation may petition the commission to arbitrate
any open issues. Arbitration shall occur in conformance with the provisions of section 252 of the
federal act.

(f) The commission shall require, consistent with the terms of the federal act, that 1+ intraLATA
dialing parity be provided by all local exchange carriers and telecommunications carriers
coincidentally with the provision ofin-region interLATA toU services in the state by local exchange
carriers with more than 150,000 access lines or their affiliates.

http://www.ink.orglksa-non/66-2003.html 11/2/98



Statute #66-2003

History: L. 1996, ch. 268, S. 4; July 1.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SQ.VtCE COMKISSION OF NS'VADA

.....~ . " . -.REv.... .-

~1AY 1': 1997

In a. rUina by CONTEt. OF NEVADA for )
cariEE r.V1sioftS ••eabllahlna Equal )
Acces. for 1+/0+ tn~aLAtA coll er~flc )
oris1naelng fram CORrEL'. and offi~... )
Adv1ce Latte~ No. 246 )

'--------------)
In aa FllirlS by CDTIAL TELEPHONE COKl'ASY )
of reV1810na to the .~~.8a ••rvice. )
car1EE No. 3 to refl.cc tariff lancua.. )
chana" co tmpl..-nc 1+ pr.aub.Cripeloft )
for IntraLATA toll in eM COIIPanT. )
s.rvice area. ~ce Lace.r No. 45 ~

In a. the rl1:1na by NEVADA BILL o~ CUi.tf )
raYt.8iozaa for ~0Ya1 of a plAID to )
1zIpl....c Ina Toll Dia1~ pUU:~ )
ancl 0+ &Del 1+ IncraIATA Pr....arlpc:1on. )

)

PIlESERT:

"

Dockae No. 96-7036

Docket No. 96.12018

Dookel: No. 97-20tO

1.'be Publ:1c Sen1ca CcadaaiOll o~ ....... C·ee-t .aloD") 1IIakea eta. following

f:1nc11np of fact: aDd cOlIClu.icma of law:

1. CD July 24. 19'5. in Docket No. '6-7036. GTB Callfornla Incorporated

d/b/a GTE Neveda ("C'I'r) filn Ach1.ce Leeter Ko. 246 r ....c1n. apprO'V'&1 of It.

tariff sc!utcIW.e co tmpl...nt inaaLATA .qual aGO... 11' accor~. w:1ch a

cQftV'lraioc scbe6ale aftll Subj.cc eo ehe rate•• t.=u aU ccmdi.tlcma oontainecl in

the cartff .heees tlled "ida ell. ~ce Lac~r.

2. OIl Dec"'r 5. 1996. in J)c)c:bc No. '6·12011. Spd,nt/Ceno:aJ. T.l~na

COIllpCl7 • N~ (-Sprlne/Cencral-) filed AclY1ce Lecear No. 45 requeating

app~crna1 of iea carU~ .cl..dnl. to lmpl~t: lnu&I.\rA .qual. ace... in accorc1&nc:.

with e cOmNr.ioft schedule ancl subjecc to che race.. ta~ ancl conditions

concaizwcl 1ft th. t:a:1.~~ .ha.t. f11acl vida the A49tce Lat:t:er.



• _ .• _._ ~__","".....n I~ 1

Docket No•• 96-7036/96-12018/97-2010 '&Ie 1

3. On February 7, 1997, in Docket 97-2010, Nevada 8el1 filed i~s plan

for ehe ••cab1i.hmanc of intraLATA equal ace•••.

4. The.. mactars come wiehin th. puma" of the C~S.iOD'.

juriadiccion pursuant co en. provisions of NBS 704.110.

5 . 1'he COlaission 18.\184 publlc notice. of the.e tariff filings in

accordance with law aDd eha eo.1ss1cm'. Rule. of Practice and. ~ocedw:e. Leave

eo lncervene was granted to KCI Talecom.ualoac1oaa, Inc. (~CI-'. Spriac/C8ae:al

&D4 NexcLiDk Nevada, u.c (....xcL1...' in Docut No. 96-7036. KeI, AT&T

C~lcacloD8 of Nevada, Iac. (-AT"). am (durlq theae proc88d1Dp, COlITIL

chaDsed its n... to GTI), N..,ada. Bell an4 NeztL1* were &raucecl ·1.... co

incervene in Docket No. 96-12018. Ket. GTE, aDd NotLiDk were sranteel 1.... to

1nte~De ill Docket No. 97-2010. P\Ir1:ha~., the Accorney c..ra1'. Offic. of

Aclwcace fo&' Cu.aeo.u. of Public Util1t1e. (·OCAe) aDd. the Reaulatory OperatlOftS

Pub11~ 5arl1c. C~••ioa'. Staff (8Staff") p~tlclpate4 in ehe.e fl11ap as a

II&tter of riabe.

6. By Or"r daced Feb~ 21, 1997, the.e f111np were cODSoU.dacecl

pur8Wlnt to Nevada AdIIin1serative Coda ("HAC') 703.740.

7. Preheal:'1nc coalerem:e. wen helel in Docae No. 96-7036 all. January 6,

1997, and Juaary 13, 1997. HeariItp concem1.l:la conaoUdat:ed docket Nos. 96-7036,

96-12018 and, 97-2010 were belel all Ku-cb 19-20, 1997.,

8. A S.tt1~ Acr--= concemin& Docket No•• 96-7036. 96-12018 and

97 - 2010 was filad aD Kazrch 19, 1997. The ••ttl_nt a~.e..at pw:pORS co

reaol.,. all b.-. ~a1H4 by eM•• flUnp. axe.,t chat all ehr•• dockets are co

remain opeD (a) pea4i.nll1Ot1flcati01l to .nd user cuacoMrs of Che ccmYen10n of

tn-ir .ernq eftd offlc.. co ln~aIATA equal ace••• , so chat: the laucuale of cb.

bill inaerea CaD be r ••ol~d. if ft8c••••~,.by th. Cc.a1••ion. and (b) pending

app~oval by St&f~ of busine•• office machoda &D4 procaduz., or, if necessary,

resolution by ch. Co.-i••10B.



Docket No.. 96-7036/96-12011/'7-2010
'ale 3

9. Th. rae.. for equal acce.s Cost recovery tor GTE, Nevada Bell, ancl

Sprint/Central. anel tho. f1ve-y.ar period over whieh tha cosu are to ba

recovered, vhich are sat for1:h 1n the Settl8Mrac Alr.ement. are juae and

reasonable and should b. approved. The Co_baton should review ehe.e rate. in

tha fueure - ••t forth in the Seccl...nt A&re~t.

10. CtI. Nevada Bell aD4 SpnnC/Cenual shaulcl be order_ to f11a ear1ff's

which reflect: the rat.. aM eeau .ec torth 1n ch. Sectl_ftc Acre8Dl11C wLth1n

eh1rq (30) day. of the da~ o~ 188UaM. of t:hie Cogpll&11Ca Orar.

11. Tbe C~••1011 .bou14 close chue dockaQ vi.dlout: fvcbar ordez: it

no "clon couC8IIPlace.s in Puacrqb 8 hal'ellLAbow baa been cakaQ by a puty to

the S.tt:l"D~A&re~c by Au&uat: 29, 1997.

12. It i. in the public iutere.c to ace.,!: the Seecl~c Ap'e~t.

'IHIItIIt8B, b..eel upoIl the farapiD& f fnd1 • aDd ccmclua1azw, ic 18 hareby

OIJ)DID mac:.
1. '1'be Set:tl.-ac AIr8 at eucuceel by the '&I:1:1e. to Docket No.. 96-

7036, 96-12018. IUd 97-2010. wblch 1s 1.acorpol'acecl hereln by raf.rence, 1s

ACCmID;

2. The rat•• for equal acce•• case recovery for GTE, Nevada Bell, aucl

Sprint/Cantral .ac torch 1n the Seccl....nt A~e-.st: U. AlROVlD;

3. <;rEt Newda lell, aDd. SpriDt/Cencral .bal.l file carUf. wblch raneet

eh. rate. and terla ••t: form in the Seccl..eDc AIR--C v1tb.1n thirty (30) days

of ehe date of bwazu:. of thu COliplimce OrcleE'. Failure on the part: ot t:h••e

co~&Dia. co fl1. approprtau carilf. ..y C&\l8. this COIIp11anc:. Order to b.

vacac.d azul c:ha UDderlyiJII t~1ft fil1nss cl1sai•••d. uula.. ch. Ccmaias10n

oc:hervts. ardel"s;

4. Dockac NOs. '6-7036. 96-12011 and 97-2010 .ball r ...1Il open for tb.

per1acl &Del puqo... ..t: forth h.reinabcrN 1n Parasrapb No.8. and sboulcl then

b. clo.ad v1daou1: furcher order should the eOftciic1au lac form above in

Puaarapb No. l1 b. lleC:



~_."""'--- ._....

Docka~ no•• 96-7036/"-12011/9'-2010
Pa.e 4

S. The COIIIIII:iasion recaiua jur1sd1ct:1on for the P\lq)ose of cO~.c~1ng any

errors which may have occu~~.d 1n the drafciug or issuance of chi. Co.,liaace
Order.

-'

0&1:e4:
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF NEVADA

In Re Filinl by GTE Nevada
for tariff'revisions establishing
Equal Access for 1+/0 intraLATA toU
traftic oriaUwinl from GTE Nevada's
end oftices.
Advice Lett.. No. 246

In Re FiIina by CENTRAL TELEPHONE
COMPANY ofnMsions to the accea seMC8I
tariff'No. 3 to n8ect tarit!'languap ch....
to imlJlem.K 1+ presubscripDon for
IntraLATA toU ill the c:ompany's service area.
Advice LeIter No. 4S.

In lle FiIina by NEVADA BELL of'WUF
reYi&i9na for approval ofapia Ie)~

IntrILATA ToU Dialina Parity mel 0+ and 1+
IntrILATA PrsIblcripdon.

)
)
)
)
)
}
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)

Docket No. 96-7036

Docbc No. 96-12011

Doc:b& No. 91·2010

This sE'rrLEMENr AGREEMENT, executed this 19th day ofMarch. 1991, is emend

into by and arnoftl me following parties to the above coasolidated proceectinp (hereinafter

GTE California. Incorporated dIbIa GTE ofNevada (GTE)
The Public SeMce Comnrissioa ofNcYIda's
R.eaulatory OJ*'llioftl Staff (Std)
State otNevada AltOmeyGeneral's
OfIice for CUSIOmerI ofPublic Utilities (OCA)
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AT&T Communicalions ofNeYIda, Inc. (ATAT)
Sprint/Central Telephone Company - Nevada (Spriac)
MCI Telecommunications Corporation (MCI)
Ne\'&da Bell
NextlinJc

WHEIlEAS. on July 24. 1996. in Docket No. 96-7036, GTE CaWbmia iDcorpcnted

dIbIa GTE ofNevada "(GTE) filed Advice Letter No. 246 requesdna approval ofits tari1f

schedule to implement intnLATA equallCClD in accorduce with • COD\WSima schedulead

subject to the rues. terms and condidou co_iaw' ill the tlritfshela filed widl tile Advice

Letter: and on December S, I~ iII.Doc:bt No. 96-12011, SpriDt/CeaaaI Telepboae Cotnpay.

Nevada ftJed Advice Lener No. 45 requcstiDl approval otits tlrift'scbedule to impi....

imraLATA equal accea in ICCOI'daDce with • COIM:r'IioD scbeduIe ad subject to tba...., terms

aDd conditions comained in the tarifFs'-m fUecl with tM Advice Leuer; aDd on February1.

1997.' in Docket No. 97-2010, NIYIda Bell tiled iupia tbr the estab&shmeat ofintnLATA

equal access: and

WHEllEAS. all parties imeIveMd ill..otbw'l dockets and Docbts No. 96-7036, 96­

12018. and 91-2010 were conaolidltecl by order ofthe Public Service Commiuicm ofNNIda

(Commission) dated February 21. 1997; UId

WHEREAS. the Pani. have mel 011&~ ofocx:esioal to discuss the possibiJity of

settling tMou~. issu&s raised by die intraLATA equal accass plans ofGTB, NtIYIda BeD.

and SpriDc Telephone ComplDy - Nevada (heninafter known u the Incumbent Local £xchanp

Carriers or ILECs); &Del

WHEREAS. lh8 Parties have n..... ill good &ida 10 rach. seaIemem reprdiaa au

mal. and have reached an....reprdina the issues relued to the implemea1ltioD of
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inttaLATA equalacc:eas in the service area ofthe 1LEC&.

NOW nmREFOu. the Partie agree u foUoWl:

1. The GTE scheduled c:oavmioD date ofJuly 8, 1997 is reuoaabl.. The Spra

scheduled conversion date ofJuly I, 1991 is rasonable. provided Spriat is able to meet die 60­

day nOlice requirement brfta N8YIda Bel's COIMI1ioa date wiD be coiIIci_ wida its own or

its atfiIiaIe's enay into the in-reaioa inttrLATA rnam. u required by Secdoa 2n(e)(2)(B) of

the TeleconwjilaicatiollS Act of1996. NevldaW sIIII1 aMaIt...C5O-dIp...ofb

pIaDned date tar impI8miallltioll ofiDtaLATA.... Ie, I II to II afllllwircbed Ia:IIIa

custOmers.

2. n. fidI. two-PIC III"CbodoIoIJ should be..II tt.1DICbocI to imploN.

intraLATA equal ace... This mechocIoIoaJ ...tal.....n'....to c:boose sepaata

iDterLA.TAIIId iDtnLATA ceIcpboaI_"pnIYidIrL

3. TIle ILECs wiD pnwicIe aadca to dIIIr end ..... cu.....ofthe tbnbcnUili"l

conversioD oftbelr servin. end oft1ceI to inhLATA equI1 Ke..by JDeIIII ala biD iDserc

which will be dewtIoJ*l by each iDdMduIllLBC, ill c:an)mcdoa with both OCA..Stitt The

n.ECs will noutY their c:uscomen SIIVIIl by COllY-tina IIIdom- by biD m-t appmjmetely

sixty (60) days prior to the ..... c:oawniaII or omc. to equallCCeII ID tb8...tile Parties

caI1IIOIapeeto me conteat oftha biD m-t, m. sbaIl be IUbmitred to the Comm;.'" for

aD~ raoIudoa dIereof n.PIIties that -=II docket shaWd be left ope~
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PUBLIC UTILITY REGULATORY ACT

Effective as of September 1, 1997

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
'. OF TEXAS



Sec. 54.204. DISCRIMINATION BY MUNICIPALl1Y PROHIBITED 182
Sec. 54.206. RECOVERY OF MUNICIPAL FEE 183

SUBCHAPTER F. REGULATION OF SERVICES, AREAS, AND FACn..ITIES.•.... 183
Sec. 54.251. PROVISION OF SERVICE 183
Sec. 54.252. GROUNDS FOR REDUCTION OF SERVICE BY HOLDER OF

CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 184
Sec. 54.253. DISCONTINUATION OF SERVICE BY CERTAIN CERTIFICATE

HOLDERS 184
Sec. 54.255. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN CERTIFICATES 185
Sec. 54.256. APPLICATION OF CONTRACTS 185
Sec. 54.257. INTERFERENCE wrm: ANOTHER TELECOMMUNICATIONS UTILl1Y 186
Sec. 54.259. DISCRIMINATION BY PROPERTY OWNER PROHIBITED 186
Sec. 54.260. PROPERTY OWNER'S CONDmONS 187

CHAPTER 55. REGULATION OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS SERVICES ••••••••••••••• 188

SUBCHAPrER A. GENERAL PROVISIONS 188
Sec. 55.002. COMMISSION AUTI-IORITY CONCERNING STANDARDS 188
Sec. 55.003. RULE OR STANDARD 188
Sec. 55.004. LOCAL EXCHANGE COMPANY RULE OR PRACTICE CHANGE 189
Sec. 55.005. UNREASONABLE PREFERENCE OR PREJUDICE CONCERNING

SERVICE PROHIBITED 189
Sec. 55.006. DISCRIMINATION AND RESTRICTION ON COMPETITION 189
Sec. 55.007. MINIMUM SERVICES 190
Sec. 55.008. IMPROVEMENTS IN SERVICE; INTERCONNECTING SERVICE 191
Sec. 55.009. INTRALATA CALLS 191

SUBCHA.PTER B. EXTENDED AREA SERVICE 192
Sec. 55.021. EXTENDED AREA SERVICE 192
Sec. 55.022. MANDATORY SERVICE 192
Sec. 55.023. ,OPTIONAL EXTENDED AREA SERVICE 192
Sec. 55.024. CHARGE FOR EXTENDED AREA SERVICE 193
Sec. 55.025. HUNTING SERVICE 193

SUBCHAPTER C. EXPANDED TOLL-FREE LOCAL CALLING AREAS••••••••••••••• 193
Sec. 55.044. EXEMPTION 194
Sec. 55.045. ELIGIBIL11YTO PETITION 194
Sec. 55.046. PETlTION REQUIREMENTS 195
Sec. 55.047. BALLOTING AND CONSIDERATION 195
Sec. 55.048. CHARGES ; 195

SUBCHAPTER D. OPERATOR SERVICE PROVIDERS 196
Sec. 55.083. RULES AND PROCEDURES 197
Sec. 55.084. INFORMATION DISPLAYED ON PUBLIC USE TELEPHONE 197
Sec. 55.085. CONNECTION ANNOUNCEMENT 198
Sec. 55.086. INFORMATION REQUIRED ON ACCESS TO LOCAL EXCHANGE

COMPANY OPERATOR 198
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Sec. 55.008. IMPROVEMENTS IN SERVICE; INTERCONNECTING SERVICE.

The commission, after notice and hearing, may:

(1) order a public utility to provide specified improvements in its service in a specified
area if:

(A) service in the area is inadequate or substantially inferior to service in a
comparable area; and

(B) requiring the company to provide the improved service is reasonable; or

(2) order two or more utilities to establish specified facilities for interconnecting
service.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o, Sec. 3.262(a) (part).)

Sec. 55.009. INTRALATA CALLS.

(a) Iffederal law prohibits a local exchange company in this state from providing interLATA
telecommunications services, the local exchange companies in this state designated or de
facto authorized to receive a nO-plus" or "I-plus" dialed intraLATA call are exclusively
designated or authorized to receive such a call.

(b) A telecommunications utility operating under a certificate of operating authority or a
service provider certificate of operating authority is de facto authorized to receive a
"O-plus" or "I-plus" dialed intraLATA call on the date the utility receives its certificate,
to the extent the utility is not restricted by Section 54.159.

(c) If federal law allows all local exchange companies to provide interLATA
telecommunications services, the commission shall ensure that:

(1) a customer may designate a provider of the customers choice to carry the
customers "O-plus" and "I-plus" dialed intraLATA calls; and

(2) equal access in the public network is implemented to allow the provider to carry
those calls.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o, Sec. 3.219.)

Sec. 55.010. BILLING FOR SERVICE TO THE STATE. A telecommunications utility
providing service to th& state, including service to an agency in any branch of state
government, may not impose a fee, a penalty, interest, or any other charge for delinquent
payment ofa bill for that service.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o, Sec. 3.218.)
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(5) may obtain services offered by or negotiated with a holder of a certificate of
convenience and necessity or a certificate ofoperating authority; and

(6) may obtain for resale single or multiple line flat rate intraLATA calling service
when provided by the local exchange company at the tariffed rate for online digital
communications.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o, Sec. 3.2532(d) (part).)

Sec. 54.157. OPTIONAL EXTENDED AREA SERVICE OR EXPANDED LOCAL CALLING
SERVICE.

(a) A certificate holder may purchase for resale:

(1) optional extended area service; and

(2) expanded local calling service.

(b) The purchase of optional extended area service and expanded local calling service may
not be discounted.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o. Sec. 3.2532(d) (part).)

Sec. 54.158. INTERFERENCE WITH RESOLD SERVICES PROHIBITED.

An incumbent local exchange compariy may not:

(1) delay providing or maintaining a service provided under this subchapter;

(2) degrade the quality ofaccess the company provides to another provider;

(3) impair the speed, quality, or efficiency ofa line used by another provider,

(4) fail to fully disclose in a timely manner after a request all available information
necessary for a certificate holder to provide resale services; or

(5) refuse to take a reasonable action to allow a certificate holder efficient access to
the companys ordering, billing, or repair management system.

V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o. Sec. 3.2532(g).)

Sec. 54.159. RETENTIO~OFACCESS SERVICE AND INTRALATA TOLL SERVICE. An
incumbent local exchange company that sells flat rate local exchange telephone service to a
certificate holder may retain all access service and "I-plus" intraLATA toll service that
originates over the resold flat rate local exchange telephone service.

(V.A.C.S. Art. 1446c-o. Sec. 3.2532(f).)
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